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Status 

1)13 Responsive to communication^) filed on 09 July 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL 2b)|^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1-33 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) ^33 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) ____ is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

1 0) Q The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
v • Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) Q The bath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner; Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (0. 
. a)D All b)D Some* c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The information disclosure statement filed with the application recites a patent 
number 6344715, which is not relevant to this application and has not been considered/ 
The name (So et al.), date (1-12-020 and class/subclass does not match with the patent 
number. 

Claim Rejections -35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or 
on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1-5, 8-11, 13-16, 18-20, 23, 26 and 29-30 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Underwood et al (5737464). 

Underwood (Figures 1-7) shows an optical fiber module having a housing with a first 
end 22 and a second end 22; an optical fiber extending through a passageway in the 
housing; and the two ends of the housing mating with an internal and external assembly 
(not shown). The housing has an internal portion with first end and second end and an 
external portion with a first end and a second end and an intermediate portion with a first 
end and a second end joined together by clips 34. Figures 3-4 show a spacer 92 as an 
intermediate portion made integral with the end portions. Ferrules 14 are placed at least 
partially within the spacer. The intermediate portion has flanges at two sides made integral 
with end walls of the internal and external portion. Underwood shows a sleeve 20 with a 
portion positioned on an internal ferrule and a portion positioned on an external ferrule. The 
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flange and end walls of the internal and external portion define a mounting aperture. 
Underwood further shows a mounting panel formed by end walls of two portions 32. 

4. Claims 32-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Roth 
(6079881). 

Roth (Figure 2) shows a shutter 36 with a thumb latch for covering a plurality of 
passageways of an optical fiber module. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the mariner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 12, 21-22, 27 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Underwood et al. (5737464). 

Underwood shows all the features of these claims as described in Paragraph 2 above 
except sizes of the end wall and the flanges, the spacer to float in the passageway and a 
plurality of passageways. The instant invention does not provide any reasons or specific 
problem to be solved by these features. These features are well known in the art of optical 
fiber connectors. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the instant invention to provide these features to Underwood's optical module 
because these would require a mere change in size, a duplication and relation of an 
essential part which involve only routine skill in the art, 

7. Claims 6-7, 1 7, 24, 25 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Underwood et al. (5737464). 
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Underwood shows all the features of these claims as described in Paragraph 2 above 
except sizes of the end wall and the flanges, the spacer to float in the passageway and a 
plurality of passageways. The instant invention does not provide any reasons or specific 
problem to be solved by these features. These features are well known in the art of optical 
fiber connectors. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the instant invention to provide these features to Underwood's optical module 
because these would require a mere change in size, a duplication and relation of an 
essential part which involve only routine skill in the art. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Lu (6296398), Underwood (5359688). 

Contact Information 

9. Any correspondence to this action may be mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
Post Office Box 1450 
Alexandria* VA 22313-1450 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

examiner should be directed 'to Chandrika Prasad at (571) 272-2099. If attempts to reach 

the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor can be reached at 

(571 ) 272-2800 ext 39. The fax number is (703) 872-9306. 

Chandrika Prasad 
Primary examiner 
May 23, 2004 



